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Using the three-dimensional three-state Potts model, which has the same Z(3) global symmetry as
that of the QCD system, we study the sign distribution of generalized susceptibilities in the whole
phase plane, and the fluctuations of generalized susceptibilities nearby the phase transition line.
The sign change and non-monotonic fluctuations are observable in a small area nearby the phase
transition line. A bit further away from the phase transition line, the sign of odd-order susceptibility
is opposite in the symmetry (disorder) and broken (order) phases, and that of the even-order one
is the same positive in the two phases. So the sign of odd-order susceptibility can be served as a
probe of phase transition. It is also demonstrated that the phase boundary of Potts model can be
identified by the double logarithm plot of the generalized susceptibilities versus the system size.

PACS numbers: 25.75.Nq; 05.50.+q; 64.60.-i; 24.60.-k;

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the main goals of heavy ion experiments
is to locate the critical point, and/or the bound-
ary of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) phase
transition [1]. An expected QCD phase diagram
in the temperature and baryon chemical poten-
tial plane is sketched in Fig. 1(a). Where the
system undergoes a first-order phase transition
at high baryon chemical potential (µB) and low
temperature [2–4]. With the decrease of µB and
increase of temperature, the first-order phase
transition line ends at a critical point, which be-
longs to the three-dimensional Ising universality
class [5, 6]. At high temperature and vanish-
ing chemical potential, the calculations of lattice
QCD have shown it is a crossover [7].

To probe this expected phase diagram in heavy
ion experiments, the high-order cumulants of the
conserved charges are suggested as sensitive ob-
servables of the critical fluctuations [5, 8–12].
Theoretically, they are corresponding to the gen-
eralized susceptibilities, and can be calculated
by lattice QCD at vanishing µB [10, 13–15],
and QCD effective models at finite µB [16–18].
Both of them show non-monotonic fluctuations
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in the vicinity of the critical point, i.e., peak-like
structure of the second-order susceptibility, sign
change and oscillation for high-order susceptibil-
ities. So non-monotonic behavior of high-order
cumulants of conserved charges is considered as
a signal of the critical point [19–22].

However, using the three-dimensional three-
state Potts model, it has been demonstrated that
those critical related fluctuations also appear at
other points of the first-order phase transition
line and crossover [23]. They are not specified to
the critical point, but observable at all points
on the phase transition line and crossover re-
gion [23, 24]. The order of the phase transition
has to be determined by the value of the expo-
nent of finite-size scaling of generalized suscep-
tibilities [23, 25–27].
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FIG. 1: (Color online). The cartoon of phase diagrams of
QCD on the temperature-baryon chemical potential plane
(a), and the three-dimensional three-state Potts model on the
temperature-external magnetic field plane.

Now if we go beyond the phase transition
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line, new questions are raised. Do these non-
monotonic fluctuations still exist nearby the
line? What would be left if a bit further? If
they survive nearby the transition line, how the
fluctuations look like along the lines which are
nearby and parallel to the transition line, such
as the freeze-out line as showed by violet dashed
line in Fig. 1(a), and violet, blue, green and black
dashed lines in Fig. 1(b)? Then, how large the
area is, and how to identify the phase transition
line in the area? Last, but not least, if some sig-
natures remain a bit further away from the line,
do they associate with different phases, or phase
transition?

So in this paper, using the three-dimensional
three-state Potts model, we will show sign dis-
tributions of high-order susceptibilities in the
whole phase plane, and the fluctuations of the
second-order and fourth-order susceptibilities
nearby the phase transition line.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, the formalism of the generalized susceptibil-
ities in the framework of the Potts model is de-
scribed and derived.

In Section III, the sign distribution of the high-
order susceptibilities in the whole phase plane is
firstly presented and discussed. A bit further
away from the phase transition line, the signs
of odd-order susceptibilities at two sides of the
transition line keep the opposite, while those of
the even-order ones are the same. The odd-
order susceptibility is therefore recommended as
a probe of the phase transition. Then, the fluctu-
ations nearby the phase transition line are pre-
sented. It is showed that the sign change and
non-monotonic fluctuations are still observable
in a small area nearby the phase transition line.

In order to identify the phase transition line,
double logarithm plots of generalized suscepti-
bilities versus the system size nearby the phase
transition temperatures are suggested in Section
IV. It is showed that only the plot at transition
temperature is a straight line, and others are not.
So the double logarithm plot can be served as
an identification of the phase transition line. Fi-
nally, the summary and conclusions are given in
Section V.

II. GENERALIZED SUSCEPTIBILITIES IN THE

FRAMEWORK OF THE POTTS MODEL

The partition function of the Potts model is
defined as [28],

Z(β, h) =
∑

{si}

e−(βE−hM), (1)

where si ∈ {1, 2, 3} is the spin at site i of a three-
dimensional cubic lattice. β = 1/T is the recip-
rocal of temperature, and h = βH is the normal-
ized external magnetic field. E and M denote
the energy and magnetization respectively, i.e.,

E = −J
∑

〈i,j〉

δ(si, sj),M =
∑

i

δ(si, sg). (2)

J is an interaction energy between nearest-
neighbour spins 〈i, j〉, and is set up as 1 in our
calculations. sg is the direction of the ghost spin,
where the magnetization of non-vanishing exter-
nal field h > 0 prefers to. The order parameter
of the system is defined as [29]

m =
3

2

〈M〉

V
−

1

2
, (3)

where V = L3 and L is the number of lattice
points in each direction. 〈M〉 is the mean of the
whole generated samples.
At vanishing external magnetic field h = 0,

the model is expected to undergo a tempera-
ture driven first-order phase transition due to
the spontaneous symmetry breaking. It is sim-
ilar to the pure gauge QCD theory, where the
corresponding order parameter is the Polyakov
loop. It plays the role of magnetization in the
spin models, signaling the spontaneous breaking
of center symmetry of the deconfined phase.
The susceptibility χ2 constructed from the

magnetization M can be obtained from the
second-order derivative of the (reduced) free en-
ergy density (f = − 1

V
lnZ) with respect to the

external magnetic field,

χ2 = −
∂2f

∂h2

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

=
1

V
(〈M2〉 − 〈M〉2). (4)

Without 1/V , the right part of Eq. (4) is
the second-order cumulant of the magnetization.
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The high-order derivatives of the free energy
density with respect to h are the corresponding
generalized susceptibilities of the magnetization.
The nth-order susceptibility is as follows,

χn = −
∂nf

∂hn

∣

∣

∣

∣

T

. (5)

For n = 3, 4, 5, and 6, we have,

χ3 =
1

V
〈δM3〉, (6)

χ4 =
1

V
(〈δM4〉 − 3〈δM2〉2), (7)

χ5 =
1

V
(〈δM5〉 − 10〈δM3〉〈δM2〉), (8)

χ6 =
1

V
(〈δM6〉 − 10〈δM3〉2 + 30〈δM2〉3

−15〈δM4〉〈δM2〉),
(9)

where δM = M − 〈M〉.
In this paper, the estimation of the generalized

susceptibilities are based on the Monte Carlo
simulation of the three-dimensional three-state
Potts model, which is performed on the lattice
sizes of L3 by the Wolff cluster algorithm [30].
The helical boundary conditions are used. For
each pair of couplings (β = 1/T, h), we produce
total 50000 independent configurations.

III. FLUCTUATIONS OF GENERALIZED

SUSCEPTIBILITIES IN THE WHOLE PHASE

PLANE

The phase diagram of the three-dimensional
three-state Potts model in the phase plane of
temperature and external field is presented in
Fig. 1(b). At vanishing external field, the
temperature-driven phase transition in the Potts
model has proven to be the first-order [31, 32],
as showed by solid red line in Fig. 1(b) and
called as the phase transition line. It separates
the whole phase plane into broken (ordered) and
symmetric (disordered) phases. With increase
of the external field, the first-order phase transi-
tion weakens and ends at a critical point (βc, hc)

= 0.54938(2), 0.000775(10)), as showed by red
star in Fig. 1(b), which belongs to the three-
dimensional Ising universality class [28, 33], the
same as that of QCD system. Beyond the critical
point, it is a crossover.

Fluctuations of generalized susceptibilities are
sensitive to the location of the phase transition
line. As it has been shown in Fig. 2 of Ref. [23],
at a given external field and system size, χ2 has a
peak with the change of temperature. The posi-
tion of the peak indicates the pseudo phase tran-
sition temperature. With the increase of system
size, the pseudo phase transition temperature
moves towards the phase transition one, which
corresponds to the infinite system size. When
system size is large enough, such as L = 60, the
temperature at the peak position is already very
close to the phase transition one. Therefore, at
a given external magnetic field, the phase tran-
sition temperature can be approximately deter-
mined by the position of the peak of χ2 with
a large enough system size. The solid red line
in Fig. 1(b) indicates the phase transition line,
where the external field extends from h = 0.0003
to h = 0.000775, and the system size L=60.

It is clear that in Fig. 2 of Ref. [23], when
the temperature is lower (higher) than the
phase transition one, χ2 increases (decreases)
monotonously with temperature at a given exter-
nal field. Moreover, it is always positive. There
is no sign change in the whole phase plane.

In contrast, the sign of the third, fourth, fifth,
or sixth-order susceptibility, cf. Fig. 3, 4, 5, and
6 of Ref. [23], changes with temperature at a
given external field. There is an interval nearby
the phase transition temperature that the sus-
ceptibilities are negative. So their sign distribu-
tions in the whole phase plane are interested and
helpful in locating the phase boundary.

A. Sign distribution in the whole phase plane

The sign distributions of χ3,4,5,6 on the whole
T −h plane for system size L = 60 are presented
in Fig. 2(a), 2(b), 2(c), and 2(d), respectively.
Where the green and yellow areas correspond to
the positive and negative values of χ3,4,5,6, re-
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spectively. The solid red line presents the first-
order phase transition line. It ends at the critical
point, the red point. The red dashed line indi-
cates the crossover.

In Fig. 2(a), sign distribution of χ3 is separated
into two parts by the phase transition line. It is
positive (green) above the transition line, and
negative (yellow) below the transition line. Sim-
ilarly, in Fig. 2(c), sign distribution of χ5 is sep-
arated into similar two parts by the two narrow
bands, one is negative (yellow) above the transi-
tion line, and the other one is positive (green) be-
low the transition line. So the sign of χ5 changes
three times. One happens at phase transition
line and other two are at the lines nearby the two
sides of the phase transition line. A bit further
away from the phase transition line, the sign of
χ3 and χ5 keeps opposite at symmetry and bro-
ken phases.

In contrast, as showed in Fig. 2(b) and 2(d),
the sign of χ4 changes twice, while χ6 four times.
The phase transition line is located in a yellow
and green band for χ4 and χ6, respectively. a
bit further away from the phase transition line,
their sign both keeps positive in the two phases.
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FIG. 2: (Color online). The sign distribution of χ3,4,5,6 on the
T−h plane, where the green and yellow areas are positive and
negative, respectively. The red solid line presents the phase
transition line.

So, in the whole phase space, the sign change
happens only nearby the phase transition line.
A bit further away from the phase transition
line, the sign of odd-order susceptibility keeps
positive and negative in the symmetric and bro-

ken phases, respectively. While that of even-
order one is the same positive in the two phases.
The sign of odd-order susceptibility at high (low)
temperature is associated with symmetry (bro-
ken) phase in the Potts model. It therefore can
be served as an indicator of the phase transition.

This is in fact a common feature of finite-size
system as long as there is a phase transition line,
such as that showed in Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b)
for the QCD system and Potts model, respec-
tively. At each point of phase transition line,
the order parameter, i.e., magnetization, as a
function of external field is an inflection point
(For an infinite-size system, magnetization as a
function of external field is discontinuity at first-
order phase transition. It turns to be an inflec-
tion point in a finite-size system). So its second
derivative with respect to the external field, i.e.,
the third-order susceptibility, is zero and changes
the sign once. One more derivative makes the
sign change once more [34]. Therefore, the signs
of the odd and even-order susceptibilities change
odd and even times, respectively.
It is showed in Ref. [34] that the times of sign

change of the susceptibility near the critical tem-
perature are determined by the order of the sus-
ceptibility. Here, we see this feature keeps not
only in the vicinity of the critical point, but all
points on the phase transition line.

Turn to the QCD system, if the QCD phase
transition exists and the fluctuations of phase
transition from the hadronic matter to quark-
gluon plasma survive to the final state parti-
cles [35], the opposite signs of odd-order cumu-
lants of conserved charges should be expected at
the incident energies of SPS and RHIC, which
are respectively under and above the phase tran-
sition line as estimated [36, 37]. So the mea-
surements of odd-order cumulants of conserved
charges at both SPS and RHIC energies are
helpful in confirming the phase transition from
hadronic matter to quark-gluon plasma.
Certainly, it should also be noticed that if it is

far away from the phase transition line, the ab-
solute value of the generalized susceptibilities is
very small, cf., Fig. 2 to Fig. 6 of Ref. [23]. In ex-
periments, it may be still difficult to distinguish
their signs within experimental errors.
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The effective area of the phase transition re-
lated fluctuations is relevant to the external field,
and the finite system size. The sign distributions
of χ4, χ5, and χ6 in Fig. 2(b), (c) and (d) show
that the width of the bands of sign change with
the external field. It becomes wider and wider
with increase of external magnetic field. The
bigger the external field, the wider the width of
the bands.
On the other hand, the larger the system size,

the narrower the width of the bands. This fea-
ture is presented clearly in Fig. 2 to Fig. 6 of
Ref. [23]. For an infinite system, the fluctua-
tion is divergent, and the width of the fluctua-
tion area is zero. The finite system size makes
the fluctuation remain in a small temperature re-
gion. Then, the questions is how the fluctuations
look like nearby the phase transition line?

B. Fluctuations nearby the phase transition line

For the phase transition line (solid red line)
of Fig. 1(b), four lines nearby are chosen, i.e.,
βt,h ±∆β, with ∆β = 0.00005, and βt,h ± 2∆β,
where βt,h = 1/Tt,h denotes the reciprocal of the
phase transition temperature at the correspond-
ing external magnetic field. On each line, we
choose eleven values of h and calculated the cor-
responding second and fourth-order susceptibil-
ities.
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FIG. 3: (Color online). χ2 (a) and χ4 (b) on the lines above,
along and below the phase transition line, respectively.

χ2 and χ4 on these five lines are presented
from up to down by black circles, green trian-
gles, red stars, blue diamonds and violet crosses
in Fig. 3(a) and 3(b), respectively. It shows
that χ2 in Fig. 3(a) on the phase transition

line (red stars) decreases monotonously with the
external field. So do green triangles and blue
diamonds with the temperatures deviate ∆β
from the phase transition one at each magnetic
field. When temperatures deviate 2∆β from the
phase transition one, i.e., black circles and violet
crosses, there seems a small peak. So even if on
the phase transition line, or very close and par-
allel to the transition line, it is hard to see the
non-monotonic fluctuations of the second-order
susceptibility.
χ4 on the transition line, the red stars as

showed in Fig. 3(b), it is negative for all of
the given external magnetic fields and increases
monotonously along the phase transition line.
When temperature deviates ∆β from the phase
transition one, χ4 changes from positive to neg-
ative at the first-order phase transition region
as showed by green triangles and blue diamond.
There is a negative valley. When it deviates 2∆β
from the phase transition temperature, as black
circles and violet crosses showed in Fig. 3(b), the
values of χ4 are all positive. Therefore, when it
is not far away from the phase transition line,
the sign change and non-monotonic fluctuations
of χ4 are still observable even if it does not pass
through the phase transition line.
The left question is how to identify the phase

transition line from the lines which are nearby it.
The finite-size behaviour of the susceptibilities
should be helpful to answer this question [23,
25, 26].

IV. IDENTIFICATION OF THE PHASE

TRANSITION LINE

The finite-size scaling law for second-order
phase transitions is well built up in statistical
physics [38, 39]. Similar finite-size scaling be-
havior is also found in the first-order phase tran-
sitions [40]. The difference is the value of the
scaling exponent for each thermodynamic quan-
tity. In the crossover region, the thermodynamic
quantities are system size independent. These
characteristics have been used in identifying the
crossover at vanishing µB in lattice QCD calcu-
lations [7], and the critical point of nuclear frag-
mentation [41, 42].
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In the vicinity of the critical point, χ2 is a func-
tion of temperature and system size. It follows
the finite-size scaling relation [43]

χ2(T, L) = Lγ/νFχ2
(τL1/ν). (10)

Where τ = T−Tc

Tc
is the reduced temperature. γ

and ν are the critical exponents of χ2 and the
correlation length, respectively. Fχ2

is the scal-
ing function with scaled variable τL1/ν . At the
critical point τ = 0, the scaling function Fχ2

is a
constant independent of L, i.e.,

χ2(L) ∝ La, (11)

where a = γ/ν is the scaling exponent.
For a first-order phase transition, the relation

in Eq. (11) is also applicative at the phase tran-
sition temperature. Generally, a = γ/ν is a
fraction between zero and the space dimension
d of the system for a second-order phase transi-
tion. It is the space dimension d for a first-order
phase transition. When a first-order phase tran-
sition is very weak, it will be smaller than d,
and shows the character of a second-order phase
transition [44]. This is just the case of the three-
dimensional three-state Potts model as showed
in Ref. [23]. For a crossover, it is zero [7].
If we take the logarithm of Eq. (11), then

lnχ2(L) = a lnL+ C1, (12)

where C1 is a constant. So if along the phase
transition line, the double logarithm plot of χ2

versus L is a straight line. When the tempera-
ture deviates from the phase transition one, the
scaling function is system size dependent. lnχ2

is no longer a linear function of lnL.
In Fig. 4(a), for an arbitrary external field h =

0.0005 in the region of first-order phase transi-
tion, lnχ2 versus lnL is presented at phase tran-
sition temperature βt = 0.54979, and two nearby
temperatures, i.e., βt − ∆β with ∆β = 0.00005
and βt − 2∆β by the red stars, blue squares and
black points, respectively. Where five system
sizes are L = 40, 45, 50, 55, and 60. It is clearly
showed that only the red connecting line is a
straight line. The blue and black lines are both
downward bending, and the black one bends
more than that of the blue one, i.e., the farther

the temperature away from the transition one,
the more the corresponding line bends. There-
fore, for a fixed external field, whether the double
logarithm plot of χ2 versus L at a given temper-
ature is a straight line or not can be served as a
judgement of the phase transition temperature.
For generalized susceptibilities, analogous

finite-size scaling is expected [23]. The difference
is the slope of the straight line. The higher the
order of the susceptibility, the bigger the slope of
the line is. In Fig. 4(b), we present the logarithm
of the absolute value of χ4, ln(|χ4|) as a function
of lnL at the same external field h = 0.0005, the
phase transition temperature βt, and two more
nearby temperatures, βt − 0.5∆β and βt − ∆β.
They are showed by the red, blue and black lines,
respectively. It is demonstrated again that only
at the phase transition temperature, the red line
is a straight one. The blue and black ones are
downward bending. Here, the temperatures of
blue and black lines are less away from the tran-
sition temperature in comparison to the cases in
Fig. 4(a). The deviation from the straight line
is obvious although with a big error bar. This
shows that the higher the order of the suscep-
tibility, the more sensitive to the change of the
temperature.
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FIG. 4: (Color online). The double logarithm plot of χ2 (a)
and χ4 (b) as a function of system size L. Where βt is the
reciprocal of phase transition temperature at h = 0.0005 and
∆β=0.00005.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Using the three-dimensional three-state Potts
model, we study generalized susceptibilities of
magnetization. Their sign distributions in the
whole phase plane and the fluctuations nearby
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the phase boundary are presented and discussed.
It is showed that the sign change happens only

nearby the phase transition line. A bit further
away from the phase transition line, the sign of
odd-order susceptibility is positive and negative
in the symmetric (disorder) and broken (order)
phases, respectively, while the sign of the even-
order one keeps positive in the two phases. The
opposite sign of odd-order susceptibility can be
served as a probe of phase transition. If it can
be applied to heavy ion experiments, the mea-
surements of odd-order cumulants of conserved
charges at both SPS and RHIC energies would be
helpful in confirming the phase transition from
hadronic matter to quark-gluon plasma.
It is also showed that the sign change and non-

monotonic fluctuations are still observable in a
small area nearby the phase transition line. The
effective area of the phase transition related fluc-
tuations is dependent on the external field and
system size. The bigger the external field and
the smaller the system size, the wider the width

of the area is.

It is further demonstrated that only on the
phase transition line, the double logarithm plot
of the generalized susceptibility versus the sys-
tem size is a straight line. If the temperature is
away from the phase transition one, the plot de-
viates from a straight line. So the plot is helpful
in locating the phase boundary.
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